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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-31 have been examined as amended. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 8/10/06 have been fully considered but are not 
persuasive; as Wier et al. is considered to clearly teach that test/verification vectors 
(which inherently comprise addresses, if the target of the test/verification itself 
comprises address signals) may be a function of at least one variable/attribute which 
affects both the generation of a tentative test/verification vector (i.e. address) and it's 
final selection/filtering for inclusion in a test/verification vector sequence/list, as clearly 
shown in figure 2 of the reference; as element 206 clearly denotes the generation of a 
test vector as a function of at least one variable/attribute (being in this case the behavior 
model state), and element 212 clearly selecting/filtering the generated test/verification 
vector (i.e. address) for inclusion test/verification sequence/list also as a function of the 
same variable/attribute (i.e. the behavioral model state). 

Further, with respect specifically to claims 7 and 8, as it is clear that that taught 
by Wier et al. is intended to be embodied in computer executable program code (as is 
well understood may be embodied utilizing C++ program code within a "class") that may 
itself be "tailored" (see column 4 line 26); and that as any ordered set, comprising any 
number of elements greater than one, have uniquely identifiable attributes which may 
inherently be utilized to sub-classify elements within that set (even if that attributes is 
simply an element's order within that set); any claims comprising obvious or non specific 
variants of the same are not considered patentably distinguishable; and with respect to 
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claim 9, as it is interpreted that "requester" refers to the code/context which made the 
"call" to .the test/verification generator/filter code, as a "call" implicitly includes a return 
context to enable the return of any result of a calculation to the "caller", the claim is 
considered to be an inherent capability of all software encapsulated within the context of 
a function or class. 

However, a claim detailing a specific configuration of a test/verification vector 
generator having specific uniquely identifiable attributes and/or steps, and/or provides a 
specific non-obvious utility may be considered patentably distinguishable over the art of 
record, and allowable if supported by the current disclosure. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the'art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Weir et al. (5,729,554). 

As per independent claims 1 , 1 1 , 21 , 22, Weir et al. teaches a system and/or 
method comprising the means to enable a set of test/verification patterns/vectors (which 
one of ordinary skill in the art understands may include addresses) to be automatically 
generated a function of a set of defined constraints which may include goals associated 
with the simulated results derived from a tentative pattern/vector chosen from a 
list/sequence of pseudo-random values (whose sequence, as understood by one of 
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ordinary skill in the art, may be inherently affected by a correspondingly definable initial 
value and/or feedback polynomial) and an arbitrarily complex state of a user defined 
model; thereby considered obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine that 
taught by Weir et al. relevant to the claims with that considered common knowledge to 
one of ordinary skill in the art, for the benefit of enabling test patterns/vectors/addresses 
within a verification environment to be generated and/or selectively utilized based upon 
a set of one or more user defined criteria and/or constraints from a list/sequence of 
synthesized values comprising particular attributes. (See abstract, column 2 lines 8-24, 
figure 2 and 8, and appendix A; and further although not cited as the basis of the 
rejection, patent 6,292,765 and correspondingly referenced art are also considered to 
largely teach and/or render obvious that claimed.) 

As per claims 2-1 0, 1 2-20 and 23-31 , being dependent on claims 1 , 1 1 , 22, or 
correspondingly dependent claim inclusively, as claims (2-10) are considered inherent 
in that taught and/or rendered obvious as reviewed above (as a definable pseudo- 
random list/sequence which may be further arbitrarily mutated and/or selectively filtered 
based upon a state of a model, is considered to be implicitly a function of one or more 
arbitrarily definable selection/filter/mutation attributes/constrains/subdivisions/functions), 
and are thereby rejected; and as claims (12-20, and 23-31) are considered inherently 
encompassed by claims (2-10) in other form, they are correspondingly rejected based 
upon the same arguments as presented above. 

Conclusion 
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5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Paul W. Schlie whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6765. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thu 8:00-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Matthew Kim can be reached on 517-272-4182. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Pierre BATAiLtE 




